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{From the Truth Teller.] 
TO DR. BROWNLEE. 


PASTOR OF THE MIDDLE DUTCH cHURCH.—[No. 4.] 

I will not utterly consume thee ; but I will chastise thee in 
judgment, that thou mayest not seem to thyself innocent.— | 
Jer. 30, 11. 

Rev. Sir.—In the days of Pagan philosophy, it 
was observed, that an honest man struggling with ad- 
versity, was a spectacle worthy of the Gods. Whe- 
ther any distinction of case in. the object of their | 
contemplation has been remarked by the ancient | 
Scholiasts is unknown to us; that is, whether the | 
Gods be equally affected by the patience of him, who || 
though innocent, contends with the bitterness of his | 
affliction, and of him who has been the cause of his | 
own woe. Not having studied the phases of mental ! 
affection to which the Pagan deities were subject, it | 
would be presumption in us to estimate the degree | 
of compassionate admiration they would extend to | 
you ; but it is suspected it would not widely differ | 
from that now cherished for you by your controver- | 
sial opponents—even by the members of the Middle | 

| 


Dutch church, your sacerdotal brethren, or to express 
it briefly, by the enlightened among your ‘ christian 
public.’ But, whatever may be the gradations of | 
pity in the minds of Pagan celestials, there is a fixed | 
standard of measure among the mortals of earth. 
e who is the mechanist of his own merited misfor- | 
tune is conceived to have but a slight claim on pity. | 


| practices and ceremonies, its fruits ? 





He who rushes headlong into difficulty, without cal- | 
culating results and consequences ; he who like a | 
player struts forth on the public stage stiffening his | 
hamstring and proclaiming a CHALLENGE in ‘king | 
Cambyses’ vein,’ yet fails in the execution of great | 
promise, is deservedly a mark for the finger of de- | 
rision. He who idly and presumptuously forms a | 
false estimate of his mental strength, though familiar 
with the ‘ Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost,’ | 
and summons notoriety to his prowess in polemic | 
fight, yet cannot establish his rule of faith by argu- 
ment and logical proof, sinks unpitied and unwept to | 
that state where mock and gibe are his comforters. | 
This is the retributive justice of haman judgment— 
and, had the old Schohiasts philosophically pondered | 
on the question, a similar one might have been dis- 
covered among the crowned heads of the Pagan 
heaven. Were it your destiny to have been present 
at a levee day on the summit of Olympus, and had 
you edified the assembly by the ribald phrases and 
gross allusions, which, in your last logical epistle, 
abound in such unpruned luxuriance, the punishment 
of the old blacksmith of Lemnos would have been . 
your meed, and Minerva’s bird would have derided 
your fate. 

Passing, however, from the lighter tone of these 
remarks, we would seriously interrogate you, Rey. 
Sir, is your last letter, no matter how interpreted by 
the mind most biased in your favor and to your creed, 
no matter how enwrapt in contemplation of your ex- 
alted worth and character, is your last letter worthy 
of a scholar, worthy of him who is intimate with the 
interior spirit, and familiar with the ‘Hebrew and 
Greek of the Holy Ghost?’ Is it, in any sense, a 
logical and theological production? Does it, even 
remotely, bear on the matter in question—your rule 
of faith? Does it evolve any of the important que-| 
ries so often required of you? Every impartial mind 
will say it is as distant from the point at issue as the 
filth of the Collect is from the farthest orblight in 
Heaven’s firmament! Between it and the reply you 
should have given, the difference is as wide as be- 
tween the architecture of the Middle Dutch church 
and the sublime Temple of the Catholic Vatican ! 

You are again interrogated. Does your last letter 
honor the station you occupy? Does it honor the 
Gospel you preach to your flock ; that Gospelwhich 
commands the love—even of enemies? Does it honor 
him who wastes the midnight oil over the Holy Scrip-| 
tures, and who ‘evolves the meaning by all proper 
means, should there be any thing not so plain as at 


i 


first view you wish?’ Does it honor him who erects || 


his rule of faith on the whisperings of the interior 


| 


| word of God ? 





| the malignity of your heart! 
| words convey the real estimate of their character, 
we, in truth, admit, but in sorrow, the force of your | 


To reconcile the affections of soul evinced 


| of the sacerdotal garb, is a task not easily effected. 


It is as difficult as to blend in one system of rational 
dependency the endless and irrelevant topics on 
which you have endeavored to found your rule of 


‘| faith ? 


A theme to which you fondly recur is the ‘ glori- 
ous liberty of conscience’ secured by what you term, 
the ‘ever blessed Reformation !° You love to de- 
scant on it, and by it enlist in your favor republican 
feeling. Is it a part of this glorious liberty to exhibit 


|the ‘spleen of the under fiends’ in your polemic 


‘ squintings,’ when you shun the real point in ques- 
tion, and wantonly riot in disgusting ribaldry ? At- 


‘tend to the monition of St. Paul—‘ if you bite, take 


heed that you be not consumed.’ 
intimacy with the interior Spirit! Where are its 
fruits? Are your vituperative words, your foul allu- 
sions, your envemoned drivel against Catholic rites, 


You vaunt your 


In your last 
letter you designate the clergy ofthe Catholic church, | 
a * polluted and immoral priesthood |’ Is this a fruit | 
of your interior Spirit? Is this proving your rule of 
faith and the inspiration of the Bible? You call the | 
Catholic church the ‘scarlet woman of St. John!’ | 
Is this a fruit? Is this your ‘ Protestant lesson .and | 
logic ?? You say the celibacy of Catholic Priests is 
‘a pleasant joke’—an ‘imposition on the rights of 
man to secure all the monies for Peter’s purse |’ Is 
this a fruit? Is this Protestant argument? You say 


the Catholic church ‘ brings every thing into market, || 
for money, even souls and bodies of men, and each || 
sin, which has its own price in the Pope’s exchequer | 
Is this fiendish slander one | 
of your proofs to establish the canonicity of the Scrip- |! 


book Is this a fruit ? 


tures, and that the Bible contains the whole of the 


St. Paul enumerates ‘ charity, peace, benignity, mild- | 
ness, modesty.’ 
rit like to these? But, then, you exultingly * claim 
to be a gentleman,’ and that you ‘ write for the mem- 
bers of the Middle Duteh church!’ What, is it thus 
you insult your flock ! 
Thus you explain the ‘Hebrew and Greek of the 
Holy Ghost’ to them ! 
members of the Middle Dutch church,’ and proclaim 
the clergy of the Catholic church a ‘polluted and 
immoral priesthood! Surely, though you be their 
writer and their preacher, they cannot sanction the 
filth of your tongue, the grossness of your mind, and 
If they do—if your 


observation, that the members of the Middle Dutch 


‘church ‘are a very difterent people from the flock of 


spirit, and, through its illumination, selects from the | 


St. Patrick’s Pastor.’ If, when it is avowed, ‘ you 


write for the members of the Middle Dutch church,’ | 
you mean that THey approve and applaud the viru- | 


lent pollutions and falsehoods oozing out from your 
writings, then we say, and every honorable, manly, 
and christian heart will sanction our remark, the 
flock is worthy of the Pastor, and the Pastor of the 
flock. But it is not possible—it cannot be believed. 
The virtuous, the enlightened, the manly among the 
members of the Middle Dutch chureh—and there are 
many rich in these endowments among your congre- 
gation—cannot honor with approval your impure and 
defiling slander, that the Catholic clergy are a ‘pol- 
luted and immoral priesthood Though you pro- 
claim yourself their writer and their preacher, they 
cannot venerate him, whose heart and mind, rank- 
ling in the bitterness of discomfiture, and writhing 
under the tortures of defeat, seek ease for their griefs 
_and sorrows in the basest indulgences of spleen !— 


|, Unable to meet your antagonists in manly and logi- 


cal argument—disgraced in the judgment of all who 
can form an opinion of your artifices, tricks and 
_cavils—fallen from your high estate as the proclaim- 
er of a presumptuous cHALLENGE—skulking under 
the shelter of subterfuge and rank slanders, into 
which you breathe a still ranker life—a prey to the 
gnawings which eat into your very heart’s core un- 
der defeat, disgrace and dishonor, you sputter out 
the morbid secretions of an envenomed will, then 
‘claim to be a gentleman,’ and honor the virtuous 
| and religious members of the Middle Dutch church 
with the sponsorship of your ribaldry and rancor! ! 
This, for a gentleman, theologian and preacher, is a 
strange form of procedure—unusual in the annals of 





Among the fruits of the Holy Spirit, | 


| 
Thus you slander them! || 


What, you ‘write for the | 





religious controversy. ‘The main topic under dis- 
cussion is avoided, studiously shunned, and you name 
it by your own classical term—‘ squinting.’ You 
shrink from the necessary, yueries so frequently put 
to you, though you woudl ‘ infinite importance’ 
and promised to ‘discuss them first,’ and this you 
call ‘skirmishing.’ You designate the celibacy of 
the Priests a ‘ pleasant joke,’ ‘ an imposition on the 
rights of man to secure all the monies for Peter's 
purse,’ and yet you ‘claim to be a gentleman,’ You 
say the Catholic church ‘brings every thing info 
market, for money, even souls and bodies of men, 
and each sin has its own price in the Pope’s excheq- 
uer book,’ and you shout ‘ Bituineseare.’ You de- 
liriously charge the Catholic clergy with being a 
‘ polluted and immoral priesthood,’ piteously whine 
out ‘ BLACKGUARDISM,’ and invoke the commiseration 
of the members of the Middle Dutch church against 
the lash of your antagonists, by saying you are 
'‘ruem writer.’ In truth, it may be said, ‘the 
tribulations of the just are many ;’ and with afflicted 
Job you may exclaim, ‘ the arrows of the Lord are 
in me, the rage whereof drinketh up my spirit.’ Job 
6, 4. But your ery for succor from your flock will 
be despised—your evasions, subterfuges and rancor- 
ous slanders, are profitless—they will be contemned. 


* Thou mayst toil and strain, 
Ransack, for filth thy heart; for lies, thy brain ; 
Rave, storm !—'tis fruitless all.” 
Consigning you, Rey. and gentlemanly Sir, to the 
sedative influence of the preceding remarks, and 
| your ‘claims of being a gentleman’ to the members 
of the Middle Dutch church and the ‘ cbristian pub- 
lic ;’ committing you to the fostering love of your 
‘most virtuous,” pious and highly intelligent ladies,’ 
who you say sat in judgment on the luscious slander 
and tale, * Lorette, or the history af a Canadian Nun,’ 
‘and whose. verdict is, ‘that it must be printed and 
given to the public as an INsrRuMeENT of instruction 
for their sex’—(see an article signed Dr. Brownlee 
in last Saturday’s ‘ Christian Intelligencer’—the in- 


| strument of the Middle Dutch chureh)—we proceed 
Are the fruits of Dr. Brownlee’s spi- | 


to your last epistle. 

We have read this exotic, rather this Quix-otic, 
|| production of your interior Spirit ; and, while read- 
ing it, ovr spirit yearned after the‘ form of sound 
words!’ Where are they, logical and gentlemanly 
Doctor ? Reason and argument! Where are they ? 
Answers to our queries! Where are they? Proofs 
of your claims to gentlemanship ! Where are they ? 
| Pardon ; there is one—a deep damning one! You 

write for the members of the Middle Dutch church, 
|| and drench with your slaver the Catholic clergy by 
denouncing them a ‘polluted and immoral priest- 
hood.’ We await their approval of your claims—we 
await the verdict of ‘ your virtuous, pious and highly 
intelligent ladies’ who correct the proof-sheets of 
your new bantling—the ‘ Instrument.’ 
| Again our queries are repeated. To your ‘ chris- 
\tian public’ and your flock they must now be as fa- 
| miliar as * household words.’ 

How do you know the Bible to be the word of 
God? 

How do you know which books were written by 
divine inspiration ? 

Does the Bible contain the whole of the word of 
God, or does it not 7 

Have these queries been answered? Though you 
have been tortured by the iteration of them, and 
though, under the evident excitement of the interior 
spirit, you a second time affirm in your last epistle, 
that ‘ we have no right to pronounce sentence on one 
of your arguments,’ we greet you in the gentlest and 
most gentlemanly words, and suggest, that if these 
queries have been answered and proved, the answers 
and proofs are as invisible as if surrounded by the 
darkness of an Egyptian fog. Condescend to point 
‘out the letter and column of the Truth Teller in 
which they may be found. This, if done, will save 
you much irritability of temper, and confer on you 
the title of a logician in a slight degree, though it 

will not force from the ‘ christiaw public’ an admis- 
sion of your ‘claims to be a gentleman.’ But you 
assert you have proved your rule of faith. Where? 
In your last letter? Here we must express our dis- 
sent by that very uncourteons monosyllable—No. 
Not even the shadow of argument on this point. 
Nothing in your last but an assamption of ‘ claims 
to be a gentleman,’—that you * write for the mem- 
_bers of the Middle Dutch church’—nothing but an 
idle drivel about the ‘liberty-of conscience’—Ame- 
rican Republicans—a startling phrase, anthropos 
alogoi, to prove intimacy with, the Hebrew and 
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Greek of the Holy Ghost—* Hebrews and Jews’— 
‘the church at Jerusalem, Antioch,’ &c.—Inishowen, 
‘the cook and the copper kettle,’—‘ a polluted and 
immoral priesthood,’—‘ the Pope’s exchequer book,’ 
—the celibacy of the priests, ‘a pleasant joke,’—‘Mr. 
Hughes and Bishop Milner,’—a bead roll of Popes, 
and ‘ other branches of learning ! ! !’ 
Thus you go up, up, up ; 
And thus you go down, down, downy ; 
Thus you go backward and forward— 
And, heigh for your logic, dear Brown ire ! 

The proofs of your rule of faith are not in your last 
letter—they were not given in your former letters.— 
Do you forget our exposition of your evasions and 
subterfuges in our last letter? If false, why has it 
not been controverted ? Do you forget your see-saw 
logic in the vicious circle? You assert that we 
‘raised the outcry to yield the point.” Where? We 
required you to prove your rule of faith? It has not 
been proved, for the proofs advanced, that is, a few 
texts of Scripture, were shewn to be illogical in their 
bearing. Our exposition of your texts is, essentially, 
admitted, since it has not been disproved. Hence, 


ap rule has not been yet established by argument. | 


s this true? Answer if you can, and shew where 
we have erred. We do not, we did not solicit you 
to yield the point ; proofs are demanded, and if they 
be not given, the important point under debate is 
surrendered without your admission. It is worth- 
less—a pretension to cheat the ignorant, and gull 
your ‘christian public.’ In your last epistle it is af- 
firmed you have ‘established the inspiration of the 
Bible by its own internal evidence, and by external 
proofs, such as miracles, tongues, prophecies ; and 
by historical evidence, and traditionalso.’ In the name 
of truth, for truth should be on the lips of a preacher 
in the Middle Dutch church, where and when has 
this extraordinary feat been performed 1 Where are 
ord arguments ? Assertion may dupe your ‘virtuous 

adies’ to whom you submitted the verdict of your 
* Instrument for instructing the sex ;’ assertion, how- 
ever, is not argument with your polemic antagonists. | 
But, though there be no proof of your rule of faith 
in the preceding words, there are admissions which 
will develope matter of vital importance, at a more 
advanced stage of this controversy. At present, it 
sufficiently serves our purpose to observe, that, your 
dependency on the ‘charches, Jews,’ &c. for the in- 
spiration of the Scriptures, is an abandonment of 
your cause, for it is a sunlight proof, the Scriptures 
ALONE are not your rule of faith. Mark this, weigh 
it, place it in the scales of your see-saw logic. You 


‘a gentleman,’ ere this be rescued from our clutch. 
We may here, also, note your rash assertion, ‘ that 
our rule never can be found out on our principles, or 
employed for the benefit of man.’ What is our prin- | 
ciple 1 Simply this—the church of Christ ruling her- 
self by the Holy Scriptures and the traditions of the 
Apostles. Will you presume to assert the church of 
Christ cannot be found? But, since the church of 





Christ can be found, and this is admitted by every 
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of inspired Scripture has been lost.’ Do not again, 
we entreat you, contradict St. Paul. Fly from mis- 
representation and falsehood as you would from the 
adder fanged. ‘Lying lips,’ says the Bible, ‘ hide 
hatred.’ Be gentle in your words, modest in your 
allusions, and do not permit your interior Spirit to 
indulge again in the gross aspersion, that,the clergy 
of the Catholic church are a ‘ polluted and immoral 
priesthood.’ By a little practice in this courteous 
habit, your ‘claims to gentlemanship’ may be admit- 
ted, and a good name may be acquired—and you 
know the Scripture says, ‘a good name maketh the 
bones fat.’ Hoping you may profit by these salutary 
words of counsel, we submit to your tutored intellect 
a few more words of logical comment on your rule 
of faith and discursive letter. For your sake and the 
sake of our readers, it is to be regretted the * form 
of sound words’ has ‘ been neglected’—the order of 
rational procedure’contemned. Still the usual see- 
saw oscillation from topic to topic, and every topic 
more distant from the real matter under discussion. 
| How truly may Ovid’s words be applied to you— 

“ Nunc huc, nunc illuc, et utroque sine ordine curro.” 
You have told us, in your letter No. 2, the Protes- 
‘tant church declares, that the only rule of faith and 
| judge of controversy is the ‘ Holy Spirit speaking to 
/us in the written word of the Old Testament and of 
the New ; and teaching us every thing necessary to 
_be known and believed, in order to our glorifying 
| God and enjoying him for ever.’ These, Rev. Sir, 
‘are your own words. Now, we deny that Christ ever 
established this Protestant rule, as the only rule of 
faith, ‘to teach every thing necessary to be known 
| and believed, in order to our glorifying God and en- 
|joying him forever.’ You have seen our reasons for 
| this denial, and you have not even as much as ap- 
| proached one of them. 

bets and quodlibets, of any thing and every thiug, it 
ww true, but not one word to the point—not one word 
‘of wisdom. We call on you, in the face of the Bib- 
lical world, to produce one single text of Scripture, 
| which tells you ‘that the only rule of faith and judge 





of controversy, established by Christ, is the Holy | in proof of the divine foundation of the Catholic 
| Spirit speaking to us in the written word of the Old || church, of the divine mission of her pastors, and in 
| Testament and of the New.’ 


You, who profess to 
believe nothing, for which there is not Scripture, are 
/strictly bound to favor us with an unequivocal and 


|express Scriptural proof, on this all important point. | word in all ages, when done in the same communion, 
| We expect this from your candor, so do the mem- || and by virtue of the same mission, that they did, when 
| bers of the Middie Dutch church—so do the ‘ chris- || preached by the Apostles themselves. 'T 
tian public.’ 
will serve you more in this cause, than all you can || sion, were not to die with them, they were transmit 
will wriggle, and fret, and rave, and prove yourself!) gather from ‘'The history of Roman Treasons’ by | ted as a deposite for their successors, and now exis 
Foulis, a work justly styled the Grand Arsenal of | 
_Anti-catholic Ribaldry, and from which your malig- || there as effectually, as if the Apostles were still 
nant ‘ Prorrstant’ has so copiously drawn. 
‘language, Rev. Sir, does not become your years or || son—‘ Lo I am with you always.’ 


One appropriate text from the Bibie, 


Your 


your orthodoxy. The famous Tertullian leaves scur- 
/rility to heretics and the gentiles. ‘ Spurciloquium 
| decet hereticos ac Ethnicos.’ Lib. de resur. car. 


In addition to the many arguments we have al-| 


ready adduced to prove, that the Bible alone, is not 


You have written of quidii- | 





much more rational plan to put the statutes, at Jp. 
‘into the hands of the illiterate vulgar, telling the . 
| become their own lawyers, than to put the tert im 
of the mysterious Bible into their hands, for the 
pose of gleaning therefrom their religion ang 
rality.? See Hey’s Norrisian Lectures, vol. 1, 
This learned Protestant Lecturer, Rev. Sir, clea: 
| teaches how all fanatics have understood the fo ; 
of the Protestant terms your ‘ liberty of conseijens 
and ‘private judgment.’ Nor are we so ‘ deoraag 
‘in the moral faculty’ as not to understand the 
‘meaning after the practical commentary of myo 
than two hundred years, which all Protestants he» 
| given of those seductive terms. 
| Thirdly. The learned among christians, who mah 
the Bible alone their rule of faith, cannot agree, | 
|to its meaning, in the most important points ; ag¢ 
endless variations of Protestants on all religious gy 
jects prove. Hence, we may infer, that, a play 
| well meaning man, following your rule may g 
/much time every day of his life, in reading the Seg} 
tures, without acquiring any clear, consistent, 
| settled plan of religion from them. 

| Fourthly. The rule of faith previously to the e, 
‘istence of the Scriptures of the New Testa 
';must have been the testimony of the church 
| preaching of the gospel by men sent by God § «@ 
|| ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to ey 
creature.’ Mark 16, 15. The first preachers wer 
| endowed with the gift of miracles. On the author. 
ty of those miracles, the nations received their word, 
|, and consented to become members of the christig 
| church. The nations having received the worl 
|| preached to them on the authority of miracles, recejy. 
ed afterwards the word written for them, upon the 
| same authority. It was not, therefore, the reading 
of the Scriptures that brought the nations to the 
| faith, but it was their faith founded on miracles, that 
| brought them to receive the Scriptures, as inspired 
When miracles ceased to accompany th 



















































|| writings. 
| preaching of the divine word, still it was confirmed, 
_by the miracles first wrought. They were wrought 


|| confirmation of Christ’s promise, that ‘ the gates d 
|| hell shall never prevail against her.’ These mite 
| cles lend the same support to the preaching of th 


| The spirita 
|, the Apostles, their authority, their faith, their mis 


in the church founded on them,sas truly, and wot 


|, preaching and administering the sacraments in per 
We need not add, 
| Rey. Sir, that, they who separate from the church 
| founded by miracles, oppose the testimony of those 
| miracles to themselves, and, by denying her autho 
| rity and infallibility, undermine the canonicity of the 
|| Scriptures, which they have stolen from her. Thes 


christian, it follows that her teaching can be known. | the rule of faith which Christ established, we beg || observations, Rev. Sir, prove to every dispassionate 


If it could not be found, then, in vain, did Christ | 


establish it. 

Your register of and tirade about the Popes is out 
of place, of no consequeuce to the real matter under 
consideration—your rule of faith, Where have we 
said the Popes were the church of Christ? Answer. 

Independent of the absence of all rational proof in 
your letters, there are serious omissions of several 
important topics in your last epistle. You ‘ solemnly 





| leave to call your attention to the following sugges- 
| tions. 
| First, when Christ sent his apostles to convert the 
world, he did not say go and distribute the Serip- 
| tures to the nations of the earth, but ‘Go into the 
| whole world and preach the gospel to every creature.’ 
Mark xvi.15. Why were not the apostles command- 
\ed to give the people your rule of faith, if it were 
the rule which Christ established. Answer this, Rey. 


denied’ that uther rejected any part of the sacred | Sir, answer it as becomes a theologian and a logi- 
writings. He did reject a part of them. Why shrink | cian, and not by Calvinistic rambling, evasions and 


from the important argument involved in this rejec- } petulance. The Catholic alone, Rey. Sir, can give 
| . . 7 . 
|| a satisfactory answer to him who asks, why Christ 


tion? Is it worthy of a Preacher in the Middle 


Dutch church? Did we misquote ‘honest John || did not command his apostles to distribute the Scrip- 


Wesley,’ when we advanced his words as a practical || tures to the nations of the earth ? 


illustration of your rule of faith? Did he not adopt 
your private spirit while interpreting the Scriptures, 


to heaven.’ Have you consulted Dr. Bangs ? 





_the Scriptures, as interpreted by every mani’s spirit, 


‘| were never intended by Christ as a means of con- 
and admit, ‘ he might possibly have mistaken the way | 
Did | 
we misquote the Protestant Doctor Field, Hooker, | 
Hare, Middleton, Warburton, Dudith, Calvin. Reck-. 


to the uneducated as well as to the learned. Now, 
the greater number of mankind cannot read, and no 
divine command exists as to their being obliged to 


| veying religiousinstruction. For religion was given 


He will say, that, | 


| mind, that Christ never intended that the Bible alone, 


|| should be the christian’s rule of faith, and, that, in 
| order to lead mankind to a knowledge of the chris 
|| tian religion, He has established an authority in his 
|, church, in whatever denomination of christians that 
|, church is found, to which all are bound to pay due 
|| deference and submission. For ‘he gave some to 
| teach, to exhort, to convince, to rebuke, and to do 

the work of Evangelists’—and writing to the He 

brews the Apostle says,’ ‘obey them that have the 
rule over you and subinit yourselves, for they watch 
over your souls, as they that must give an account. 
| Heb. 13, 17. Here christians are told to be submi+ 
sive to their pastors. But what becomes of this sub 
mission, when every man, according to you, is taught 
iby the Holy Ghost, in the written word of God! 
| Truly, Rev. Doctor, if we imagined that the Holy 

Ghost speaks to all in the written word of God, we 

could not see how our divine Lord could have er 

cumbered the world with pastors. So far from 

thinking that christian ministers hold a divine come 


less of truth, and utterly indifferent to the sacred || study letters. Tell us, then, for our information, || mission, we should look on them as useless lumber. 
character of your station as a Preacher, you asserted || what is the rule of faith of the unlettered Protestant ? 
that ‘ not one sentence of inspired Scripture was lost.’ || Is it that book which he cannot read? To assert! that the gospels in the New Testament were actually 
Did we misquote St. Paul? His words to the Co-)| this, would, to use your own words, ‘argue a de-| written by the blessed Apostles and Evangelists, 
lossians and Corinthians have convicted you of false- || rangement in the moral faculty.’ How then is the! whose names are attached to them? Is it possible 
hood., Will St. Paul admit ‘ your claims to be a gen- |unlettered Protestant to be instructed in his relig- || for you to prove by any other means, than tradition, 
tleman.’ When your inconsistencies, contradictions, || ion? Doctor Brownlee and the Parsons will inter- | that the Sabbath of the Jews was changed by the 
and violations of sacred truth are detected and ex- | pret the Bible for him, as they are taught by the | Apostles to the first day of the week? What other 
hibited to the eye of public scorn, why blame us, why | Holy Spirit, and the poor unlettered man is seduced |, proof can you give, except that of tradition of, of 


pelt us with your gentle term—+ blackguardism;’ | into the belief that he is taught by Christ himself 
why aliow your interior Spirit to manifest its infirmi- |, 
ty—the irritability of bitter temper. The cause of 


and not by proxy, like the blind papist ! !! 
| Secondly. The Bible is a book more or less ob- 


Can you, Rey. Doctor, adduce Scripture evidence, 


the custom of, infant baptism. Will you, Rev. Sir, 
insist on your right of conscience to disbelieve thes 
things, because they are destitute of Scripture proo 


tnd vmpee | excitement cannot be attributed to us. | scure in most parts of it, and full of things ‘hard to | We believe you willnot. If you did, there would be 
t 


eare guil 
duty, a duty imposed on us by your CHALLENGE ; 
merely training you in the ways of argument and 
love of truth, not ‘ Protestant rule and lesson ;’ mere- 
ly directing your steps in the paths of discretion and 
charity to your neighbor. Love truth, cultivate sin- 
og study logic, and many of the errors into which 
you have already fallen will be avoided. Cherish 
intimacy with patience as you do with your interior 
spirit. The * Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost’ 
says—‘ He that is patient, is governed with much 


ess—merely discharging a necessary 


'be understood, which the unlearned and unstable 
wrest to their own destruction.’ 2 Pet. 3, 16. Some 
| texts seem to contradict others: several appear to 
jinculcate the very vices which God condemns.— 
Hence, the worst of crimes may be perpetrated and 
' defended, as they frequently have been, on the sup- 
posed authority of Scripture, when Scripture is left 
to private interpretation. Doctor Hey,a Protestant, 
in his Norrisian lectures says that all the horrors and 
follies of the grand rebellion in England, even the 
murder of the king, were supposed by the people to 





wisdom ; but Ae that is impatient eralteth his folly.’ 


be authorized, by certain texts of Scripture ; and 


Do not a second time assert that ‘not one sentence | concludes by saying, that, ‘it would, evidently, be a 


| an end to your preaching in the Middle Dutch chureb- 
The church of England, one of your Protestant 
churches, believes and practices many things with 
reference to the only two Sacraments, which she re 
tains, which are not found in Scripture. With re 
gard to baptism, she uses this form of words, S| 
baptize thee in the name,’ &c. which is no where com 
'manded or even mentioned in the Bible. Christ in 
deed commands this sacrament to be administered 
‘in the name of three divine persons, but Scripture 
| does not say that he commanded any words to be 
j\used asa form. It is from tradition that we lear 





it. She also admits the validity of baptism admit 
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istered by schismatics, which can only be proved 
from tradition. With regard to the Lord’s Supper, 
their form of consecration consists in reciting the 
history of the institution ; but we do not find in Serip- 
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safely, give credit to those for the sense of it, who are || community that men may be aided in those things 


in prudence to be entrusted, for the sincerity of the}, 


wherein they are préSumed not to have skill enough 


version, since it is to be presumed that their teachers || to act for themselves. But you, in opposition to the 


understand it to be a true translation no farther, than || 


ture, that Christ commanded the Ministers of this they know the sense of the words translated. Not- | 
sacrament to read that history over the bread and the | withstanding these plain truths, Rev. Sir, we know 
cup. It says, that Christ commanded them to do as | how frequently and vehemently Calvinistic Parsons | 
he did; but not that he commanded them to make | cry out to the people from the pulpit; ‘believe not 
the Aistory of it a form of consecration. These | us, believe the Scripture, as if the most ignorant of 


things, Rev. Sir, are borrowed from the Catholic 
rule—the testimony of the church. 

We shall now endeavor to illustrate our ideas, by 
a few quotations from a Sermon preached by Arch- 
deacon Hook, in St. Paul’s Cathedral, London, in 
1818. This Sermon is published with the annual 
report of the Society, for promoting christian know- 
ledge, for ISIS. This Protestant dignitary strenu- 
ously repfobates the principle, and this is your rule 
of faith— that every man is to be left at liberty to 
interpret the Bible in his own way, and cull there- 
from his religion.” And why? Because the ‘ Bible, 
though an inspired work, does not convey inspira- 
tion.” Again, ‘if every man may worship God in 
his own way, why may he not equally claim to in- 
terpret the law of the land in his own way?) Con- 
science may as readily be made the test of obedience 
in the one case as in the other.’ In another place, 
he says, ‘not only are we told in the apostolic writ- 
ings, in opposition to the prevailing maxims of the 
present day, that there are things hard to be under- 
stood in the Holy Scriptures, but which is still of 
higher import to christian men, that the things hard 
to be understood, may be and have already been 
wrested to their destruction, and that by men prone 
to change atid immersed in ignorance, ‘by the un- 
stable and unlearned.’’ 2 Pet. 3. St. Paul teaches 
that faith cometh not by fanciful interpretation, nor 
by the partial induction of ignorance, but by ‘ hear- 
ing,’ and ‘ hearing by the word of God.” Rom. x. v. 
17. Now, Rey. Sir, could any Catholi¢ Bishop or 
Priest reason more clearly or more powerfully against 
the Bible and the Bible only, as a rule of faith ? 

The Rey. A. C, Callaghan, a minister of the church 
of England, has written two pamphlets on this sub- 
ject ; we recommend to your Calvinicity, the follow- 
ing quotation from his second pamphlet: ‘ Take 
away from the Bible the interpretation of the church, 
and every man’s passions will be his own interpret- 
ers.’ See the pamphlet entitled, ‘The Bible Society 
against the church and state: and the Primitive 
Christians, and the Bible, against the Bible Society.’ 
Second edition, printed for G. Walker, Paternoster 
Row, London, 1818. 

We put the question fairly to you, Rey. Doctor, 
and we entreat you to view it dispassionately. Must 
not the generality of mankind necessarily rely on the | 
learning and fidelity of others, in order to come to 
the knowledge of Christ’s doctrine. We think there 
is no possible way of avoiding it without a continued 
miracle of immediate revelation. 


j 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| make a right use of Scripture. 


their auditors were thought by them, to be the proper || 
judges of the Scripture meaning. 'Thus you and your | 
fellow preachers, impose on the people, by telling |, 
them that they do not believe by ‘prozy.’ But, | 
though your words import that your auditors are the | 
proper judges of the sense of Scripture, if we sift | 
the matter thoroughly, we shall discover that you | 
gentlemen preachers, intend otherwise. When you | 


i say ‘ believe not us, believe the Scriptures,’ you either’ 


intend the texts you quote for a proof of what you 

teach, or you do not. If you intend them for a proof 

of what you teach, your meaning must be this ; be- 

lieve us, not for our own sakes, but for the Scriptures ; 

that is, believe us, because we teach the very same 

doctrine, which the Scripture teaches ; or believe the 

Scripture, in the same sense, in which we alleve it— 

for to believe it in any other sense, would not have 

the effect of a proof. But, if you have no intention 

to use the Scriptures which vou quote, as a preof of 
what you preach, do you quote them only to Awnor 

and gratify the people. ‘This you will not readily 

admit, consequently, your quotations from Scripture 

are adduced as proofs, and when you say, ‘believe 

not us, believe the Scripture,’ you do not intend that 

ithe truth of your doctrine should stand or fall, ac- 

cording as your auditors may think it to agree or 

disagree with the places of Holy Writ to which they 

are directed for the truth of what you deliver. Do 

you not, therefore, throw dust in the eyes of your 

| Middle Dutch chureh audience, when you tell them, 

that they are not to believe you, but the Holy Ghost, 

}and are you not ashamed when you have the auda- | 
icity to assert, that Protestants judge for themselves 

in matters of religion, and that, in this respect, you 

|do not * put their consciences in your pocket r 

| We have proved, and we trust to the satisfaction 

of your ‘christian public,’ that the multitude cannot 

Are we not, there- 
| fore, authorized to conclude, that the Scripture, was 
‘never intended by our Saviour, as the only rule of 
‘faith? Are we not, therefore, authorized to adopt 

‘with the Holy Fathers and the greatest lights of 


|| Protestantism, the tradition of the church, which in- 


| structs every one from the ruler to the peasant, in all 
ithe articles of the christian faith? But you, most 
lerudite Doctor and preacher inthe MidWYJe Dutch 
church, are better pleased to take the poor and il- 


‘| literate to one book, which they cannot use or pro-| 


| perly understand, or, rather, to your own interpre- 


| tation of that book, as we have already shewn, than 
. . }| . . 
First, if we look || to the thousand and one folios, and all. the other 


back to the commencement of christianity, we shall |‘ heap of stuff that has floated down on the miasina- 


find that the New Testament was written, by the 


Apostles and Evangelists chiefly in Greek, which | 


tongue, though admitted to have been the most gen- 
erally known of any one tongue then spoken in the 
East, yet, that every third christian understood that | 
language, is not to be admitted. 

Secondly. Neither was the Scripture immediate- 
ly translated into every tongue, where christianity 
was preached. 

Thirdly. Nor could poor mechanics, laborers, 
servants and slaves, procure it, when translated, be- 
fore the invention of the art of printing. In the 
early days of christianity, and down to a late period, 
the price of a single copy of either Testament could 
not be given by any among the poorer classes of so- 
ciety. é, 

Fourthly. There could not have been, until the 
art of printing was discovered, Bibles sufficient for 
half the christians, nay, for the greater number of 
them, even if they had the means of purchasing them. 

Fifthly. F.ven now, when by means of the press, 
every one has, or may have, a Bible in the vulgar 
tongue. 
know of themselves that it is the word of God? That 
it has been kept free from corruption in things of 
necessary belief and practice? "That it is faithfully 
translated from the originals? That, considering 
the indefinite variety of doctrines contained in it, 
and almost in every page, how they should be able 
and have leisure to call out of it a summary of be- 
lief, since millions of them are necessitated to spend 
nearly their whole time in severe toil, to procure a 
wretched livelihood for themselves and families ? 
That they should be able to compare places of Scrip- 
ture so effectually as rightly to settle seeming con- 
tradictions, in points of faith, when we well know 
that it is with difficulty, they are brought to under- 
stand plain and common things ? 

When we seriously reflect on these things, we 
think it strange, that our most gracious Redeemer 
would require of the poor ignorant people to pick out 
their religion through the exercise of their own scanty 
intellect from the Holy Scripture, or to depend on 
their own weak capacities, for detecting the true 
sense and interpretation of it. 


When reason tells us, that the multitude must, of | the economy of his great family, the world, has pro- 


How is it possible that the vulgar should 


‘tic air of sixteen hundred years !’ 

You are mistaken, Rev. Sir, by imagining when 
we tell you that the Scriptures were not given by our 
Lord to be our only rule of faith, but that you are to 
have recourse to the living and speaking tribunal | 
which he has established, in order to teach you re- 
ligion, that we, therefore, put you to the study of the 
Fathers, the scholastic divines, the councils, &c.— 
No such thing, Rey. Sir, we take you to your old 
Mother, who is the ¢ pillar and ground work of truth,’ 
in whom the Lord placed some to be doctors, &c. | 
Your great mistake is in supposing the rule of faith 
was made and intended by God to be put in the | 
hands of every man. It would be absurd to suppose 
it: and, therefore, the old distinction of Ecclesia do- 
cens, and Ecclesia discens, that is the church teaching 
and the church taught, is good and necessary to be 
practically maintained and upheld by christians. To 
the former, consisting of Prelates, and Pastors, the 
| Depositum or rule of faith is entrusted ; and, that 
they may use it to its proper end, Christ promised to 
he with them forever—to send them the spirit of truth, 
in order to teach them all truth, and that we ‘may 
not be tossed to aud fro by every wind of doctrine.’ 
That those Prelates and Pastors, who have the rule 
‘of faith and are its interpreters, can be more easily 

found than in the words of your happy and gentle- 
manly allusion, ‘ Paddy’s Kettle,’ will be proved on | 
a future occasion to your disgrace and confusion. || 
| We, Rev. Sir, admit, that every christian ought to | 
ibe able to give a reason for the hope that is in him, 
-and that he ought to know why he believes all and 
every article of his creed ; but we are far from al- 
lowing the people, to oppose their own judgment to 
that of the church of God in matters of faith. Such 
a judgment would be one of intolerable and perni- 
\cious indiscretion. It must astonish and arouse the 
| compassion of every reflecting mind, to see the ig- || 
| norant grossly led by your preachers to believe, that || 
they are able of themselves to understand the Scrip- | 
|ture in all things necessary to salvation, when it is || 
for instructing them right in these very things, that 
our Saviour appointed spiritual guides and govern- | 
jors over them and his holy church. You and your 
compeers know, that the wise and gracious God, in 


necessity, trust to others for the truth of the transla- 'vided and placed several men, skilled in several | , 
tion of Scripture, let an irrefragable reason be given, | things, some in civil government, some in laws, some ] fended until death, the true, real, and substantial 
by you, why they should not as well, and might as in the medical art, &c., and all for the good of the | presence of Christ’s body in the sacrament, and that 


wise arrangement of Providence, inculcate a princi- 
ple, which leads men to despise those who have been 
appointed by the Son of God, to watch over his faith 
and morals, and to become his own instructor, in 
the learning and management of those things, where- 
in, if he finally misearry, he is lost for certainty. 
If this be not the ‘ consummation of wickedness,’ 'we 
are at a loss to know in what wickedness consists. 

These, Rev. Sir, are a few of our reasons for re- 


jecting the Protestant rule of faith, as defined Sy 


you. Have we not shewn, even on the authority of 
the most renowned Protestants, ‘ that the Scriptures 
cannot possibly prove their own inspiration.’ This 
point, says the learned Hooker, ‘it is impossible for 
the Scripture itself to teach.’ See Eccles. pol. L. 1, 
S. 14. Doctor Covel in his defence, Art. 4, p. 31, 
says, ‘it is not the word of God which does or can 
assure us, that we do well to think it the word of 
God.’ How then do we know it to be the word of 
God? Doctor Covel, in his defence of Hooker’s five 
books, Art. 4, says, ‘ the first outward motion lead- 
ing men so to esteem of the Scripture is the aurHo- 
rity or Gop’s cuurcH.’ Now we have asked you to 
prove from the Scriptures alone the fact of their in- 
spiration, not because it revealed our weak side, but 
because it exposes yours to atotaloverthrqw. The 
inspiration of the Scriptures, is an article of Protes- 
tant faith. This, as Protestants themselves allow, 
cannot be proved by the Scriptures. Therefore, the 
Scriptures alone, are not the rule of faith which 
Christ established. 

Your attack on the great Milner, reminds us of 
the well known fable, the Jack-Ass kicking the dead 
lion. You know well that he shook Protestantism 
to her centre and in her strongest hold. You also 
know, that his antagonist, Sturges, was a profound 
scholar. There was something palpable in the writ- 
ings of Dr. Sturges. No vague assertion—no quib- 
bling—no aberrations from the established rules of 
disputation. ‘The difficulties on both sides were faire 
ly stated and manfully met; for they wrote for the 


literary world, and not for a conclave of old women, 


and it is to this we are indebted for the ‘ Letters to 


‘a Prebendary,’ a work which attracted the notice of 
ithe 


Sritish Senate, and which will transmit the name 
of its immortal author to the remotest posterity. — 
You place him by the side of Tom Paine for saying 
that ‘Christ gave no orders to his Apostles to write 
the New Testament | If the Bible be your only rule 
of faith, you cannot believe that Christ did give any 
such command to his Apostles. Produce the text if 
you can, and if you cannot, why believe he did come 
mand his Apostles to write the New Testament ? 
Oh, but they were Apostles and they had the gift of 
miracles, and because they took the trouble of writ- 
ing to some churches, they must have been com- 
manded so to do, and, therefore, we believe they 
were inspired when they wrote. But, most learned 
Doctor, did not Barnabas, who was full of the Holy 
Ghost, and of faith, See Acts exl. vy. 24; and who was 
also an Apostle, See Acts c. xl. v. 13, write an epistle, 
whose authenticity is admitted by Dupin and Doctor 
Lardner; see ‘Credibility of the Gospel History,’ 
vol. iii. Why is not this epistle a part of your rule 
of faith? How do you know that he was not inspir- 
ed? How do you know that he got no command 
from Christ to write this epistle? Answer these 
questions by your rule of faith. When you do, you 
will regret to have troubled the repose of the great 
Milner. You shrink from the point at issue, by in- 
dulging your puritanical rancor against the Popes. 
This is the ordinary trick of heretics. They endeav- 
or to blind their followers by exposing the vices and 
frailties of a few men, forgetting that they were men, 
and only the ministers of a religion established by a 
crucified God and his holy Apostles. Do you forget 
that the Scribes and Pharisees sat in the chair of 
Moses? Did our Lord tell the people that they were 
to be despised? Was the College of the Apostles 
the Synagogue of Satan, because Judas happened to 
bean Apostle? But this is straying from our subject. 
It is incumbent on you to prove, that the Scriptures 
were given to man as his on/y rule of faith. It is in- 
cumbent on you to shew, that the church of Christ, is 
not the guardian, and the depository, of the inter- 
preter of the sacred Scriptures. We are not involved 


'in the claims of any particular church to the glorious 


prerogative of being Christ’s only spouse. This is 
not the question atissue. Our question is anabstract 
one—namely, whether the Scriptures, as interpreted 
by every individual be the christian’s rule of faith, or 
whether he is to take the sense of the Scriptures 
from the church of Christ. Our respective claims to 


the distinction of being Christ’s church, must, obvi- 


ously, be reserved for future discussion. We shall 
meet you on the subject of our divisions, which never 
involved a point of faith, when we satisfy ourselves 
on the present point—your rule of faith. But we 
cannot conclude, without expressing our great sur- 


| prise at the divisions of Protestants with regard to 


the very essence of religion, seeing that they are 


taught, as they assert by Christ himself, under the 
|‘ guidance of the Spirit of God.’ How came it then, 
Rev. Doctor, that your most apostolic man, Luther, 


who was sent by God to give light to the world, de- 
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he gave Zuinglius his sincere curse, for not having 
followed the light of his lantem’? Do not Protest- 
ants think the dignity of Bishops founded on God’s 
word? “And do not you, after your predecessor 
Martin Mar—prelate, cry out, ‘that their calling is | 
unlawful ; that they are ministers of anti-Christ,| 
worse than the friars, and monks, devils’ bishops, | 
and devils’ incarnate.’ See sermon of Martin Mar— | 
prelate, printed in 1590. Strange that the written | 
word of God, under the guidance of the Holy Spirit, | 
could guide those men, sent by God himself, into | 
such opposite extremes. When next impelled by 
your interior spirit, Rev. Sir, to criticise our dissen- | 
sions, we beg of you to ponder well the words of our | 
blessed Lord, ‘ Hypocrite, cast out first the beam of | 
thine own eye, and then shalt thou see clearly to cast | 
out the mote of thy brother’s eye.’ 





Again you are intreated to prove your rule of faith, ||in the best manner that circumstances will permit. || 
and to answer those queries of ‘ infinite importance,’ || The clergy and students of the United States now in || 
which, like the ‘smooth pebbles selected from the || this city, together with a considerable number of || 


brook,’ smite the Goliah of the Calvinistic host. | 
Excuse the iteration. 
How do you know the Bible to be the word of God? 
How do you know which books were written by | 
divine inspiration ? 
Does the Bible contain the whole of the word of 
God or does it not ? . 
If you cannot, as a logician and theologian, as a 
‘gentleman,’ ‘writer,’ and preacher in the Middle | 
Dutch church, solve these queries of ‘ infinite im-| 
portance,” we refer you to the assistance of those | 
‘ virtuous and highly intelligent ladies,’ who, you say, | 
have passed a favorable verdict on your instrument | 
for the instruction of your sex. ‘ Lorette or the Ca-| 
nadian Nun.’ We are your gentlemanly servants, 
Joun Power, 
New York, Marcu 27, 1833. Tuomas C. Levins. 


[From the New York Enquirer. ]} 

Cuartes Carroii or Carroiiten.—Intelligence | 
of the death of this venerable patriot and last of that | 
band of heroes, who, on the Fourth of July, 1776, | 
declared these United States were “and of right | 
ought to be free and independent,” was received at | 
Romeearly in January ; and excited among the Ame- 
rican residents there, the same lively sensations which | 
its announcement produced in every part of this wide- | 
ly extended country. It will be perceived by the fol- | 
lowing correspondence, for which we are indebted to | 
a gentleman now in this city, that immediately on} 
the receipt of the melancholy information, our fellow- | 
citizens assembled and paid those tributes to his me- 
mory, which his early devotion to the cause of inde- | 
pendence, and long life of usefulness, demanded at | 
their hands. 

On such an occasion, they were particularly fortu- | 
nate in having at their command the talents of Dr. | 
England—than whom there could be none more ca- | 
pable of correctly delineating the services of the de- | 
ceased, or of drawing profitable instruction from his | 
long life of devotion to those principles, upon which | 
are based the happiness of a whole people. It affords | 
us pleasure to lay these proceedings before our read-' 
ers, and it is matter of congratulation to know, that of | 
late years our countrymen abroad, have exhibited for | 
the land of their birth those feelings of attachment, | 
and of its institutions that honest pride, which have | 
acquired for us a NATIONALITY we have not always 
enjoyed. It has not always been so, and we cannot | 
but rejoice that it is no longer their pride to be con- | 
sidered other than Americans. 

At a meeting of the Americans, (now resident in | 
Rome) convened in consideration of the death of | 
their distinguished fellow-citizen, Charles Carroll of | 
Carrollton ; Samuel Cabot of Boston, was called to | 
the chair, and John Crogan of Kentucky, appointed | 
Secretary ; whereupon the following resolutions were | 
unanimously adopted : 

1. That it is with the deepest regret we have heard | 
of the death of the venerable Charles Carroll of Car- | 
roliton, the last of that band of patriots who pledged | 
their “lives, their fortunes and their sacred honor,” | 
to assert the rights of our country. 

2. That although in a land far distant from that 
which he adorned by his virtues, we cordially sym-| 
pathize with his family and with our fellow-citizens | 
generally, in the loss which our country has sustained. | 

3. That as the deceased was a member of the Ro- | 
man Catholic church, and as the Bishop of Charles- | 
ton and the other clergymen of the Catholic demoni- | 
nation now in this city, propose to testify their re-| 
spect for the exemplary manner in which he dis-| 

arged his religious duties, by having ceremonials | 
suitable to the occasion. Resolved, That the Secre- | 
tary of this meeting request the Right Reverend Dr. | 
England, after the conclusion of the ceremonies, to | 
deliver an eulogium on the deceased. 

4. Resolved, That the Secretary forward the above 

resolutions to the family of the deceased. 


| 
j 
To the Rt. Rev. Joun Encuanv, D. D. Bishop of | 
Charleston. 

Rome, Jan. 3, 1833. 

Dear Sir—I have been requested by the Ameri-| 
-cans now resident in Rome, to solicit the favor of you, 
to deliver an eulogmm on our deceased patriot, 
Charles Carroll of Carrollton. I feel in common with 
my fellow citizens here, peculiarly happy in making 
this appeal to you, because there is no person who 
appreciates more highly than yourself, the moral and 








‘| 4th inst. at half past 10 o’clock, in the church of St. || 


| friend and fellow citizen, 


| length of the transept will be 94 feet—the breadth of 
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political worth of our deceased patriot, and no one 
more capable of discharging the task which I have 
the honor to solicit. With sentiments of the highest 
regard, I remain your obedient servant, 

Joun CrocHan. 


To Dr. John Crogan. 
Irish Cotitece, Rome, Jan. 3, 1833. 
Dear Sir—I have through you been honored with 
the application of my fellow-citizens now resident in 
Rome, to deliver an eulogium on our deceased pat- 
riot, Charles Carroll of Carrollton. | 
Whilst I feel highly flaattered by this request, and || 
by the terms in which it has been conveyed, I expe- || 
rience a double regret, for I lament the occasion, and || 
| I should prefer listening to some one better qualified || 
| for the task. 





| 


j 





However, I shall endeavor to comply | 


Isidore, belonging to the Irish Franciscan Friars, in || 
celebrating the solemn offices of the church for the 
repose of the soul of this venerable man. I shall, || 
God willing, therefore, after the conclusion of these | 
obsequies, deliver a discourse adapted to the occa-| 
sion, as I understand that time and place will be 
equally as convenient as any other, for the attend- 
ance of my fellow citizens. 

With sentiments of respect and kind feelings to- 
wards the Americans now resident in Rome, and 
especially towards their organ on the present occa- 
sion, very dear sir, I have the honor to be your 


} 
| 
| 
Irish clergyman, will unite with me on to-morrow the || 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
| 


+ Joun, Bishop of Charleston. 


To the Right Rev. Joun Enotanv, D. D. Bishop of | 
Charleston. | 
Rome, Jan. Sth, 1833. 

The Americans resident in Rome, are happy in 
expressing to Bishop England, the gratification they 
felt on hearing the address delivered by him in honor 
of the memory of Charles Carroll. They beg him to 
be assured, that the clear and comprehensive view he 
gave, of the rise and progress of the institutions of 
their country, and of the nature and effect of the 
existing form of government, was highly gratifying 
and satisfactory to them; whilst his eulogy on the 
patriotism, the piety and virtues of their late distin- 
guished countryman, was alike creditable to his feel- 
ings as a man and to his talents as an orator; and 
they hope that this short expression of their sense of | 
the able and eloquent manner in which he fulfilled | 
his task may not be unacceptable, as communicating 

their ideas of the obligations they feel towards him. 

In behalf of their countrymen, Sam’: Caport, 

Cua’s Lyman, 
Joun Crocnan. 
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We are happy to learn that the corner stone of | 
a new Catholic church has been laid in Frederick- 
town, Md. the extreme length of the nave of which, 
when completed, will be 134 feet, exclusive of the 
tower, which is to be 17 feet square ; and the whole 





each 49 feet. The form of the building will be a 
latin cross, and the order of arcliitecture the Tonic. || 
The whole structure will be of stone. | 


We congratulate the Catholics of Lowell on the | 


completion of their fine new organ, which, as we un- | 
derstand from Mr. Goodrich, the builder, will be put | 
up in their church in the course of this week, and be | 














| made ready for Divine Service on Easter Sunday.— || 


It is a fine toned instrument, and, we think, admira- | 
bly adapted to the size of the Catholic church in Low- 

ell. We are sorry that the new Cuvrcn Music Boox | 
will not be ready for the same occasion. But all work- | 
men are not as expeditious as Mr. Goodrich. It gave | 
us pléasyre to learn also, when examining the above | 
organ, that the same gentleman has been engaged to 
| construet three others—all of them for Catholic chur- 
\ches. Until now, other musical instraments had been i 


| employed in then— 


“ But oh! what art can teach 
What human voice can reach 
The sacred organ’s praise ? 
Notes inspiring holy love, 
Notes that wing their heav’nly way 
To mend the choirs above. 
Orpheus could lead the savage race ; 
And trees uprooted left their place, 
Sequacious of the lyre : 
But bright Cecilia rais’d the wonder higher ; 
When to her organ vocal breath was given, 
An angel heard, and straight appear'd 
Mistaking earth for heav’n.” 














Interments in the Catholic burying-ground since the publi- 
> of the last 4 Jesuit.” ees han Oat 
liza Fitzpatrick, aged ,3 years; Mary Ann ulligan, 7 
days; M ame Doyle, 2 yrs. and 2 months ; John Graham, 
40 years "Ellen Farrisey, 21 years ; Rosanna Doonar, | year. 
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(Selected for the Jesuit.] 

THE DEATH OF CHRIST. 
AN ODE FOR GOOD FRIDAY. 

Why does fair Zion weep 

And mourn with ceaseless cry ? 

Oh, why that grief so deep 

And that sad tearful eye ? 

In times of yore she sat a mighty queen, 

Her numerous children from afar were seen 

With costly gifts and tribute of sweet praise ; 

Thronging her smiling ways. 


Now neither precious gifts 

Of earls of orient hue, 

Nor gold from Sheba’s clifts, 

Nor hymen’s fragrant dew ; 

Do come to dry the flood of her dim tears. 

Nor come enchanting lays to soothe her eara 

In bitter widowhood she shall remain " 
For her Messiah slain. 


She saw the holy one 

Basely sold and betray’d.— 

—In deepest woe, alone, 

He call'd in vain for aid ; 

To judgment led by a ferocious throng, 

He was accus'd by ev'ry lying tongue 

And sinful hands his virgin body tore, 
With rage unknown before. 


His bleeding mangled form 

Though crue] pity shown, 

Could not appease the storm, 

By hellish malice blown. 
—Condem'd and cast away, the Lamb of God, 
With tott'ring steps and sinking strength, has trod 
The road to Bra arg where ghastly death 

Awaits his fainting breath. 


On th’ ignominious wood 
He meekly has lain down, 
To shed his sacred blood 
A ransom for his own. 
Now lifted up against the ruthless skies, 
His voice is heard in deprecating cries 
E’en to his foes he has spread forth his hands 
To soothe their wicked bands. 


In bitter agony, 

He pours heart-rending groans. 

The blessed mother, nigh 

Mingles with them her moans. 
Her grief, immense ! ineffable her loss ! 
—Sinking o'erwhelmed before the bloody cross, 
His cruel pangs, in vain, she doth deplore, 

Besprinkled with his gore. 


Th’ atoning sacrifice 
For mankind must be made, 
And no less could suffice 
To have their ransom paid. 
Earth sees the Saviour die. 
Convuls'd by his last sigh, 
it reels in horrid throes 
And strikes with dread his foes. 
The lofty mountains shake, 
The dead their graves forsake ; 
Lo! wailing they appear, 
To force a rebel tear, 
From those malignant eyes 
Which did laugh at his cries. 

The sun, in pale affright 
Withdraws its trembling light, 
And seems to announce the doom 
Of a perpetual gloom. 

Rocks from each nodding clift, 
Tumble down rolling swift ; 
By the Supreme pow’r hurl’d, 
As if to crush the world. 

While Nature mourns for Jesus slain, 
The temple's veil is rent in twain ; 
Rejected priests, with troubled heart 
Hear Adonai from thence depart, 

And Deicide Jerusalem 

No longer is that precious gem, 

Which all the world with awe admir’d. 

—'Tis but the blasted place where Christ expir’d. 
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FOR SALE 
ypN the town of Whitefield, a Farm, containing one hundred 
it and twenty five acres of good land ; also a good house 
barn ; and a large orchard. It yields from 15 to 20 tons of hay 
per year. It will be soldon reasonable terms. Application 
be made to the Rev. DENNIS RYAN. April. 6. 
. 

NOTICE. 
MEETING of the Government of the Roman Catholi¢ 
Auxiliary Society, will be held at Mr. Thomas Mura 
on Wednesday evening next, at 7 o'clock, P.M. Pu 











attendance is requested. Per order, 
April 6. W. J. MDONELL, Rec. See'y., 
NOTICE, 


HE regular monthly meeting of the Boston Roman Ct 

tholic Mutual Relief Society will be held at the ss 
Coffee House, on Sunday evening next, at half past 6 o'clock 
Members are requested to give a punctual attendance, as busr 
ness of importance will be laid before them. By order 
Committee. D. TIMONEY, Sec’y. 

April 6. 
NEW CATHOLIC MUSIC BOOK. | 

HIS is now in the press, or rather under the stamping. 
“r hammer, and will be published as soon as the work ca 
be executed. Price to subscribers, $2 per copy, one half tobe 
paid in advance, and the balance on delivery of the book; @ 
non-subscribers, $2,50 cts. cash. Any person procurin 


efficient subscribers shall receive one copy gratis. Mare 


DR. S. H. SMITH, No. 11, Atkinson Street. 
Printing neatly executed at this Office. 
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